WEEKLY COAL. COMBUSTION RESIDUAL (CCR) INSPECTION REPORT
SHAMROCKE AL LANDFILL

Date:, 9/ / 8/ ;3 gpestor ‘
Tirme: l" L(»S.P UA  Weather Conditions: . SLQ’)A 1 ’70 ©

"Y:es;__. No. ] . . Notes

CCR Landfill Integrltv Lnspectlon (per 40 CF R §257 84)‘: v

1: Was bulging, sliding, rotatlonal movemeént or
localized settlement observed on.the :

sideslopes or upper deck of cells containing | K

JCCR7

" 2. |Were conditions observed w1th1n the cells
jcontaining CCR or within the general landfill

operations that represent a‘po_tcntial disrtiption : )(

jto ongoing CCR management operations?

3. |Were conditions observed within the cells or :
+|within. the general landfill oper ations that :

represent a potential disruption of the safety’ of | K

the CCR management operations,

CCR Fugitive Dust Inspection (per 40 CFR §257.80(b)(4))

‘4. |Was CCR received during the reporting
{period? If answer is ng; fio: a_clqunal , )(
information required.

» 5. Was all CCR condltloned (by wemng or dust
suppresants) prior to delivery:fo landfill?

6.  |{If respomse to question 5-is no, was CCR
conditioned (wetted) prior to transport to
landfill working face, or'was the GCR:tiot
» susceptable to fugmve dust generanon?

andﬁ]] access mdds’?

8. |Was CCR fugitive dust obsewed at the ﬂ

cortective action me below .

9. |Arecurrent CCR fugitive dust control
meastires effective? If the answer is no;
|describe recommended changes’

0. Were CCR fugmve dust—related”éltlzé.nﬂ

; penod7 If the answer is yes, answer question | .

landfﬂl‘? If the answer'is yes; descnbe ; )(
x

1 [Wers the citizen complaints Togged? |

Additidnal, Notes:. .




